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days left, at least as it now stands, be-
cause there is to be a recess beginning 
at the end of the month, is we’ve got to 
assume the status quo and we’ve got to 
assume the worst because it would be 
irresponsible not to. So, in addition, I 
have to put in a bill—that’s in addition 
to the amendment—that would allow 
the District to remain open. 

To illustrate just how unintended 
would be a shutdown, the House needs 
to know that the Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform Committee, on which 
I sit, has passed a bill that would give 
the District more autonomy over its 
local budget and, importantly, would 
keep the District from shutting down. 
That bill now is pending and could 
come to the floor at any point. 

b 1300 

The President of the United States 
has in his budget a shutdown avoidance 
bill for the District, and the Senate Ap-
propriations Committee has the same 
language in its bill. The House appro-
priators have taken the position that 
they do not believe the District should 
be shut down. Of course, they defer to 
the authorizers, as I indicated, and the 
Oversight Committee has legislation 
that has been voted out of committee 
that is now pending. 

I think any Member who has held 
local office—and by the way, I did not 
hold local office before I came to Con-
gress—have, I think, a better idea of 
what such a threat means to a local ju-
risdiction and how much it is at odds 
with what both sides understand to be 
the American approach to federalism, 
when local jurisdictions get to run 
their own localities and States and, by 
the way, get to raise their own funds. 
That is what the District has done, and 
it has done it well. 

These frequent shutdown threats 
have had a very disruptive effect on the 
city and on its employees and on its 
residents. It does something that we, 
I’m sure, appreciate that no elected of-
ficial wants to have happen: it casts a 
pall of uncertainty right when you’re 
looking forward to a budget for the 
coming year. That kind of uncertainty 
already has had its effect. Wall Street, 
for example, understands that the Dis-
trict budget is not final until it some-
how is passed out of the Congress. The 
District pays a premium—it pays a 
price—for that because there are two 
bodies, not one, that get a say over its 
local budget. 

No city should ever have to wonder 
whether it will be shut down. Shut-
downs really don’t occur at the local 
level because residents won’t let it 
occur. They are close enough to the 
people so that that is not a threat you 
could much get away with at the local 
level. Here we are some levels above 
that, and most Members and most 
Americans don’t know that there is 
local legislation that is put in that 
peril as I speak. 

The District has about 630,000 resi-
dents. It’s growing well. People are 
moving into the city, not out. There 

are cranes all over town; and much of 
this comes out of the excellent man-
agement of the city, out of the way the 
city has conducted its economic af-
fairs, out of the fact that it has an 
independent chief financial officer, who 
cannot be fired because he disagrees 
with the council or with the Mayor 
and, therefore, has to tell the truth. 
It’s all worked together to make the 
District the kind of jurisdiction that 
the Congress, at least, should have no 
concerns about and, I believe, has no 
concerns about. 

The price the District would pay is 
hard for me to make clear to Members 
because it would have to occur before 
they felt it. We have come close to feel-
ing it; and almost 20 years ago, we did, 
in fact, feel it. There are some parts of 
your services to the people that con-
tinue, but huge parts cannot because 
the Congress has not passed the budg-
et, not because the Congress objects to 
the budget and not because any Mem-
ber of this House desires that outcome. 

This House does not mean to hold the 
District budget as hostage. If it did, 
there would have been something the 
District could do to get out of the hos-
tage fight. So what makes this so frus-
trating is that there is nothing we can 
give, nothing we can do to extricate 
ourselves from a fight that is wholly 
inside baseball within this Chamber 
and the Chamber across the way. To be 
sure, I have contacted my Senate al-
lies; but, frankly, this has to be done 
here. We’ve got to get agreement on 
both sides of the aisle to the simple 
proposition that those of us who be-
lieve in the great and important free-
doms of the Framers would least want 
to be held responsible for closing down 
a local jurisdiction, one with which we 
have no beef. 

This country was established on a 
pedestal of federalism. One thing we 
understand is the difference between a 
local jurisdiction and its rights and re-
sponsibilities and ourselves. If any-
thing, there are Members of this Cham-
ber who would want some of what the 
Federal government does no longer 
done by the Federal Government at all 
but, in fact, to be the work of local ju-
risdictions. Many in this Chamber not 
only support but, indeed, believe that 
local jurisdictions do a better job at 
governing than does any institution at 
the Federal level. I can, therefore, find 
no set of principles here from any 
Member of Congress that would be in 
play when the decision is made on my 
amendment to the continuing resolu-
tion or on the bill that I will introduce 
as a fallback in case it does not occur. 

As we go home, perhaps earlier than 
expected, to ponder what to do with 
keeping the Federal Government open, 
I ask that Members bear in mind that 
they would be closing not only Federal 
agencies but the District of Columbia 
Government. In the name of the people 
of the District of Columbia, I ask you, 
wherever we stand on the Federal Gov-
ernment, to allow the District of Co-
lumbia to move forward, to govern 

itself, and to take care of its day-to- 
day business. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 281 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to be removed as a 
cosponsor of H.R. 281. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Hawaii? 

There was no objection. 
f 

THE INVESTIGATIONS OF 
CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

There are a couple of issues that are 
certainly worth elaborating on today. 
One is codified in The Wall Street 
Journal article from September 11, yes-
terday, and 7:35 p.m. is when it’s timed 
out. It’s regarding IRS Supervisor Lois 
Lerner. The article is entitled ‘‘Lois 
Lerner’s Own Words.’’ 

The article reads: 
Congress’ investigation into the IRS tar-

geting of conservatives has been continuing 
out of the Syria headlines, and it’s turning 
up news. Emails unearthed by the House 
Ways and Means Committee between former 
director of Exempt Organizations Lois 
Lerner and her staff raise doubts about IRS 
claims that the targeting wasn’t politically 
motivated and that low-level employees in 
Cincinnati masterminded the operation. 

In a February 2011 email, Ms. Lerner ad-
vised her staff, including then Exempt Orga-
nizations technical manager Michael Seto 
and then Rulings and Agreements director 
Holly Paz, that a Tea Party matter is ‘‘very 
dangerous’’ and is something ‘‘counsel and 
Lerner adviser Judy Kindell need to be in 
on.’’ Ms. Lerner adds, ‘‘Cincy should prob-
ably NOT have these cases.’’ 

That’s a different tune than the IRS sang 
in May when former IRS Commissioner Ste-
ven Miller said the Agency’s overzealous en-
forcement was the work of two ‘‘rogue’’ em-
ployees in Cincinnati. When the story broke, 
Ms. Lerner suggested that her office had 
been unaware of the pattern of targeting 
until she read about it in the newspaper. ‘‘So 
it was pretty much we started seeing infor-
mation in the press that raised questions for 
us, and we went back and took a look,’’ she 
said in May. 

Mr. Speaker, so no one misunder-
stands, it is a crime to give false infor-
mation to Congress. 

The article goes on: 
Earlier this summer, IRS lawyer Carter 

Hull, who oversaw the review of many Tea 
Party cases and questionnaires, testified 
that his oversight began in April 2010. Tea 
Party cases under review are ‘‘being super-
vised by Chip Hull at each step,’’ Ms. Paz 
wrote to Ms. Lerner in a February 2011 
email. ‘‘He reviews info from TPs—or Tea 
Partys—correspondence to TPs, et cetera. No 
decisions are going out of Cincy until we go 
all the way through the process with the 
(c)(3) and (c)(4) cases here.’’ 
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The emails also put the targeting in the 

context of the media and congressional 
drumbeat over the impact of conservative 
campaign spending on the 2012 elections. On 
July 10, 2012, then Lerner adviser Sharon 
Light emailed Ms. Lerner a National Public 
Radio story on how outside money was mak-
ing it hard for Democrats to hold their Sen-
ate majority. 

It certainly appears that the IRS was 
weaponized for the political purpose of 
one party, which would, of course, be 
one of the worst nightmares for the 
Founders of this country. Of course, 
George Washington didn’t even want us 
to have political parties—he warned of 
the danger there—and here we are, all 
this time later, with a group of Demo-
cratic operatives who are doing things 
with the IRS that Richard Nixon could 
have only dreamed of doing. 

This article from The Wall Street 
Journal goes on: 

The Democratic Senatorial Campaign 
Committee had complained to the Federal 
Election Commission that conservative 
groups like Crossroads GPS and Americans 
for Prosperity should be treated as political 
committees rather than 501(c)(4)s, which are 
tax-exempt social welfare groups that do not 
have to disclose their donors. ‘‘Perhaps the 
FEC will save the day,’’ Ms. Lerner wrote 
back later that morning. 

b 1315 

Having been a district judge pre-
siding over criminal cases, that is what 
you would call, Mr. Speaker, a state-
ment against interests by Ms. Lerner 
in a prior communication that directly 
contradicts what she said the motiva-
tion was. I think there are criminal im-
plications here that need to be followed 
up. 

In any event, the article goes on: 
That response suggests Ms. Lerner’s polit-

ical leanings, and it also raises questions 
about Ms. Lerner’s intentions in a separate 
email exchange she had when an FEC inves-
tigator inquired about the status of the con-
servative group, the American Future Fund. 
The FEC and IRS don’t have the authority to 
share that information under section 6103 of 
the Internal Revenue Code. But the bigger 
question is: Why did they want to? After the 
FEC inquiry, the American Future Fund also 
got a questionnaire from the IRS. 

Again, that’s from The Wall Street 
Journal dated last night. 

When one party in power in the exec-
utive branch can weaponize its Federal 
agencies against its political oppo-
nents, unless it is stopped, this little 
experiment in democracy will come to 
an end. It will bring about the very 
things that the Founders had hoped 
would not happen but were realistic 
enough to talk about them at some 
length about when and if we might 
move to one person being able to grasp 
control of the Federal Government. 

Of course, one of the things they used 
to try to keep that from happening was 
to give Congress the power of the 
purse, to give Congress oversight over 
the executive and judicial branches. 
When we’ve had Congress try to do 
oversight, whether it’s over Fast and 
Furious, Benghazi, the IRS scandal, 
we’ve met with nothing but blinded 
opaqueness—not transparency—from 

this administration. They have obfus-
cated constantly, done everything they 
can to prevent Congress from getting 
the truth about what they have called 
even phony scandals. 

If they’re so phony, why don’t you 
get the transparency out here, Mr. 
Speaker? Let’s get people out here with 
the truth and then we can see fully 
whether or not they’re phony scandals. 
The more this drip, drip, drip of infor-
mation comes out, the more it becomes 
clear as to why this administration has 
been hiding evidence and attempting to 
keep Congress from discovering things. 

I have personally been pushing for 
many months now to have a special 
prosecutor investigate the Internal 
Revenue Service situation with regard 
to targeting for political purposes. The 
reason is that there are statutes that 
pertain to the IRS that could make 
some of this conduct potential crimes 
for which people could go to prison. 

I am so proud that I became a friend 
of Chuck Colson before he passed. I 
think he is one of the great Christian 
luminaries of the 20th and 21st cen-
turies. His becoming a Christian all 
came about after his arrogance and his 
willful disobedience of the law during 
the Nixon administration brought him 
to prison. He had possession of infor-
mation from the FBI about someone. 
As I recall, that got him about 11⁄2 
years in prison. Yet, we have seen dur-
ing the close of the Clinton years as 
President, one man having, at the 
White House, about 1,000 FBI files. If he 
had been held to the same standard as 
Chuck Colson, he would never have 
gotten out of prison, but nobody went 
to prison. 

We’ve seen, as time has gone on and 
abuses within the executive branch 
have not been dealt with properly, the 
abuses have continued and gotten 
worse. From reports I hear from con-
servative groups, whether Tea Party, 
pro-Israel, pro-marriage, as it’s been 
known throughout the history of man-
kind as being between a man and a 
woman, groups that just wanted the 
Constitution followed are all coming 
under attack—not all of the groups 
have, but most of the groups that have 
have been these type of groups—from 
the IRS. 

Then I hear from others who are 
being hit by inquiries from the FEC, 
not about Democratic matters, but 
about contributions to the Republican 
candidates and party. Then we hear 
that the EPA and other Federal agen-
cies are going after conservatives. 

It is unbelievable how powerful this 
government has gotten and how dra-
matically it can affect the outcome of 
an election. We must make sure that 
these kinds of abuses stop. We have the 
power of the purse to stop it, and we 
should. If the administration is not 
going to be forthcoming with informa-
tion about the IRS, then it may be nec-
essary to defund part of the executive 
branch until such time as they become 
truthful. 

The Department of Justice still has 
not been forthcoming on information 

that in our Judicial Committee we’ve 
been trying to get. We still haven’t 
gotten answers to all of the matters 
that ended up resulting in the Attor-
ney General of the United States being 
held in contempt for failing and refus-
ing to answer. 

It would seem that in the Fast and 
Furious scandal, where this adminis-
tration saw to it that 2,000 or so guns 
made their way into the hands of drug 
cartels in Mexico, resulting in the loss 
of hundreds of lives in Mexico and at 
least one or more here in the United 
States, that someone should be held to 
account. When no one is held to ac-
count, when there is no accountability, 
the abuses get worse. That’s what we’re 
hearing. 

You would have thought once the 
IRS scandal had been exposed that peo-
ple would be more cautious about going 
after conservative groups for political 
purposes. Since no one has been held 
accountable yet, no budgets cut, the 
arrogance and the political maneu-
vering within Federal agencies seems 
to be growing much worse. 

I’m hoping that my friends on the 
other side of the aisle will understand 
that the pendulum swings back and 
forth. I cannot imagine a single of my 
Democratic friends across the aisle 
being nearly as composed as we’ve been 
on the Republican side of the aisle 
about the abuses if the shoe were on 
the other foot and those abuses were 
over Democratic groups that were try-
ing to elect the next Democratic Presi-
dent. If they were, I should be helping 
the Democrats and I would help the 
Democrats, because there’s no place for 
an administration that weaponizes for 
political purposes the agencies under 
its control. We’ve gone for over 200 
years fighting and doing what we could 
to avoid that happening, yet here it’s 
happening. 

It is a Federal agency that I want to 
go to next that’s been involved in car-
rying out the will of this administra-
tion. 

Here’s an article from yesterday from 
Breitbart, written by John Sexton. He 
says: 

It has been nearly a year since the attack 
which killed four Americans in Benghazi. 
During that time, various minute-by-minute 
accounts of the attack have been published. 
In addition, the administration’s decisions to 
refuse additional security requests and to re-
vise its talking points after the attack have 
been examined in detail. 

Mr. Speaker, before I go on, I would 
like to grab a couple of posters. 

I would have felt good in life having 
Ty Woods and Glen Doherty covering 
my back, just as they were trying to do 
for the survivors for our American 
Government workers at our consulate 
in our annex in Benghazi. 

These are the four people we’ve lost: 
Chris Stevens, Sean Smith, and our 
two former Navy seals, Ty Woods and 
Glen Doherty. They deserve the truth 
to come out. 

This article continues: 
But Benghazi may have been a case where 

most observers have missed the forest for the 
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trees. This is not an attempt to add new in-
formation so much as it is to collate the in-
formation that already exists from the most 
reputable journalistic sources. 

To begin with, Benghazi was a CIA oper-
ation involving weapons, one which had no 
cover beyond a small mission that provided a 
diplomatic fig leaf for the effort. Officially, 
the CIA was there to track and collect dan-
gerous weapons left over from the war that 
ousted Qadhafi. But the evidence suggests 
that the CIA was also either tacitly or ac-
tively involved in a multinational effort to 
ship those weapons to Syrian rebels. Our 
covert effort in Benghazi, Libya, was con-
nected to our escalating involvement in 
Syria. 

The general outlines of this CIA effort 
have been reported. One fact which has not 
been highlighted is that the U.N. arms em-
bargo of Libya, which the United States 
helped pass in 2011, makes shipping weapons 
in or out of the country a violation of inter-
national law. Indeed, the way the U.N. reso-
lution is written, even knowingly allowing 
such shipments to take place may be a viola-
tion of the agreement. 

I want to add parenthetically here 
that some of our concerns with having 
a world court and international tribu-
nals that have jurisdiction over Amer-
ican citizens is that they may have 
laws that they decide to enforce that 
are against or outside what our United 
States Constitution allows. I would 
submit that American individuals, 
whether they’re CIA agents or mili-
tary, should be accountable to the 
United States and under the United 
States Constitution and not some 
world court. And it should be worth 
noting that as this administration 
pushed U.N. resolutions—I’m not sure 
what the statute of limitations is, but 
if individuals within this administra-
tion then violated the international 
law that they pushed to create, then 
they probably need to be careful when 
they’re traveling in years after they 
leave the White House or the adminis-
tration efforts because, who knows, 
you might get an indictment some-
where in one of these international tri-
bunals that you violated the U.N. law 
you passed. You got guns into or out of 
Libya, you violated the law. 

People in this country need to under-
stand that participating in the making 
of laws and that participating in the 
violation of laws have consequences. 

This article continues: 
In 2012, the Obama administration publicly 

claimed it was working on diplomatic and 
humanitarian responses to the situation in 
Syria. But behind the scenes, the United 
States was aware that a network of arms 
shipments was being created to support the 
rebels. This network involved shipping weap-
ons from Qatar and, later, Libya to Turkey 
where they could be taken across the border 
and distributed to militia in Syria. 

In June of 2012, The New York Times re-
ported that a contingent of CIA agents were 
‘‘operating secretly’’ in Turkey to help vet 
which groups would receive these weapons. 
But later reporting by the Times would indi-
cate the CIA was doing more than vetting. 

b 1330 
The article goes on down and men-

tions that The Wall Street Journal re-
ported at the time, this was back in 
June, that: 

The Central Intelligence Agency has begun 
moving weapons to Jordan from a network of 
secret warehouses and plans to start arming 
small groups of vetted Syrian rebels within a 
month, expanding U.S. support of moderate 
forces battling President Bashar al-Assad, 
according to diplomats and U.S. officials 
briefed on the plans. To sum up, the CIA en-
couraged the creation of a multinational 
arms pipeline, helped shop for weapons to fill 
it, vetted the groups who would receive those 
weapons in Syria and, since June of 2013, 
contributed U.S. weapons to the mix. With 
that backdrop in place, we can now return 
our attention to Libya. 

During the U.S. involvement in over-
throwing Libyan dictator Muammar Qadhafi 
during 2011, the Obama administration be-
came aware that shipments of weapons were 
making their way to Qadhafi’s troops, allow-
ing them to resupply themselves and pose a 
greater threat to civilians. 

I might add parenthetically that 
with Qadhafi, that Qadhafi was an ally 
of this administration and this country 
at the time, that this administration 
chose to destroy and help remove. 

The article says: 
So in February the U.S. and other allied 

nations including the U.K. and France 
pushed for a package of international sanc-
tions which became U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 1970. Resolution 1970 condemned 
the bombing of civilians, imposed travel re-
strictions on Qadhafi and his inner circle, 
froze assets and, importantly, banned any 
transfer of arms to or from Libya. In addi-
tion, Resolution 917 requires member states, 
upon discovery of such arms, to destroy 
them. 

A second resolution, number 1973, was 
passed a month later in March 2011. It cre-
ated a no-fly zone and reaffirmed that mem-
ber states were expected to help enforce the 
embargo by inspecting any sea or air vessels 
believed to be shipping weapons to or from 
Libya. If discovered, such weapons were to be 
destroyed. But despite Resolution 1970, The 
New York Times reported in April 2011 that 
shipments of arms were reaching Libyan 
rebels from Qatar. Another in-depth story 
published in December 2012 describes how the 
U.S. winked at these shipments despite con-
cerns that some weapons were falling into 
the hands of extremists. 

Parenthetically, I might insert, duh. 
The article goes on: 
In fact, the nature of our military strategy 

in Libya made partnering with Qatar nec-
essary. The Obama administration wanted to 
avoid getting immersed in a ground war, 
which officials feared could lead the United 
States into another quagmire in the Middle 
East. As a result, the White House largely 
relied on Qatar and the United Arab Emir-
ates, two small Persian Gulf states and fre-
quent allies of the United States. After dis-
cussions among members of the National Se-
curity Council, the Obama administration 
backed the arms shipments from both coun-
tries, according to two former administra-
tion officials briefed on the talks. ‘‘The UAE 
was asking for clearance to send U.S. weap-
ons,’’ said one former official. ‘‘We told them 
it’s okay to ship other weapons.’’ 

But the American support for the arms 
shipments from Qatar and the Emirates 
could not be completely hidden. NATO air 
and sea forces around Libya had to be alert-
ed not to interdict the cargo planes and 
freighters transporting the arms into Libya 
from Qatar and the Emirates, American offi-
cials said. 

Again, that would be a direct viola-
tion of the U.N. resolution that we 
helped pushed into international law. 

The article says: 
This pattern of winking at violation of the 

U.N. arms embargo of Libya was repeated 
after Qadhafi’s ouster. With the war in Libya 
at an end and the one in Syria ramping up, 
the direction of the arms pipeline simply re-
versed itself. Whereas weapons had been 
coming into Libya from Qatar, they now 
headed out of Libya back to Qatar and from 
there on to either Mali or Syria by way of 
Turkey. A June 21, 2013 New York Times 
story points out that local militias were or-
ganizing these shipments—including flights 
this year from Tripoli and Benghazi. But 
these shipments out of Libya are said to 
have been taking place for a year, beginning 
several months before the 9/11 attack in 
Benghazi— 

that killed these four American patri-
ots. 

To sum up, the U.S. approved and 
cleared a path for a pipeline of weapons 
into Libya during the revolution in 
2011. That pipeline would eventually re-
verse course to provide the same spare 
weapons to rebel in Syria. Both efforts 
seem to violate the U.N. resolutions 
which the United States helped pass in 
early 2011. But late in 2011 the United 
States realized its revolution on the 
cheap in Libya had a worrisome down-
side. Thousands of dangerous anti-air-
craft weapons were loose in Libya, at-
tracting militants who might wish to 
use them to commit terrorist acts 
against civilian air traffic. Something 
had to be done. 

So the article goes on to talk about 
how we sent people into Libya to try to 
reclaim the weapons that we had 
helped provide, including surface-to-air 
missiles. The article says: 

A month later, just three days after the 9/ 
11 attack in Benghazi, the Times of London 
reported that a Libyan ship carrying 400 tons 
of weapons, including SAM–7 surface-to-air 
anti-aircraft missiles, docked in Turkey. 
This was the largest known shipment of 
weapons to Syria at the time. The ship’s cap-
tain, Omar Mousaeeb, was from Benghazi. 

The article goes on to make light of 
the allegation that this is a phony 
scandal. If it’s so phony, why is there 
so much in the way of effort to keep 
Congress from knowing what really 
happened? Reports have been that we 
have CIA agents with direct knowledge 
of what happened during the death of 
our four patriots. They are being 
polygraphed every 30 days to keep 
them quiet, and demanding to know if 
anyone has leaked any information to 
Congress or the media because this ad-
ministration is doing absolutely every-
thing they can to keep us from getting 
to the truth of what happened there. 

And I have been greatly encouraged 
this week, and in a trip to the Middle 
East, where, over the safety and the fu-
ture of the United States, people in a 
bipartisan way were very concerned 
about our involvement in Syria, that 
we should not get involved in Syria, 
that it would be a huge mistake. Some 
say Members of Congress should never 
travel outside their district or Wash-
ington, D.C., but what I have seen, and 
especially from a trip to the Middle 
East last week, we’re not getting the 
straight information from this admin-
istration. If we want to know what’s 
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really going on, where we are appro-
priating money, where we are making 
policy through our control of the purse 
strings—or lack of control—we’ve got 
to go to those areas and talk to the 
leaders involved. It’s amazing what you 
find out. When leaders of allied coun-
tries tell us we don’t understand you, 
what you are doing. Do you not know 
you went to war in Afghanistan for the 
Muslim Brotherhood—against the Mus-
lim Brotherhood? There you were 
fighting the Taliban, and then you go 
to Libya, and—well, first to Egypt. We 
have helped the Muslim Brotherhood in 
the wrong places, and it needs to stop 
in Syria as well. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. NADLER (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for September 11 and 12. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles: 

S. 130. An act to require the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey certain Federal land 
to the Powell Recreation District in the 
State of Wyoming. 

S. 157. An act to provide for certain im-
provements to the Denali National Park and 
Preserve in the State of Alaska, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 256. An act to amend Public Law 93–435 
with respect to the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, providing parity with Guam, the Vir-
gin Islands, and American Samoa. 

S. 304. An act to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey to the State of Mississippi 
2 parcels of surplus land within the boundary 
of the Natchez Trace Parkway, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 459. An act to modify the boundary of 
the Minuteman Missile National Historic 
Site in the State of South Dakota, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 39 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Sep-
tember 16, 2013, at 2 p.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2831. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Grapes 
Grown in Designated Area of Southeastern 
California; Increased Assessment Rate [Doc. 
No.: AMS-FV-13-0005; FV13-925-1 FR] received 
August 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

2832. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-

ting the Department’s final rule — Increase 
in Fees for Voluntary Federal Dairy Grading 
and Inspection Services [Doc. No.: AMS-DA- 
10-0002] (RIN: 0581-AD25) received August 5, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

2833. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Kiwifruit 
Grown in California and Imported Kiwifruit; 
Relaxation of Minimum Grade Requirement 
[Doc. No.: AMS-FV-13-0032; FV13-920-1 IR] re-
ceived August 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

2834. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Olives 
Grown in California; Decreased Assessment 
Rate [Doc. No.: AMS-FV-12-0076; FV13-932-1 
FIR] received August 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

2835. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Mango 
Promotion, Research, and Information 
Order; Nominations of Foreign Producers 
and Election of Officers [Doc. No.: AMS-FV- 
12-0041] received August 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

2836. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Oranges, 
Grapefruit, Tangerines, and Tangelos Grown 
in Florida; Revising Reporting Requirements 
and New Information Collection [Doc. No.: 
AMS-FV-12-0052; FV12-905-2 FR] received Au-
gust 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2837. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Mar-
keting Order Regulating the Handling of 
Spearmint Oil Produced in the Far West; 
Salable Quantities and Allotment Percent-
ages for the 2013-2014 Marketing Year [Doc. 
No.: AMS-FV-12-0064; FV13-985-1 FR] received 
August 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

2838. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Irish Po-
tatoes Grown in Colorado; Modification of 
the General Cull and Handling Regulation 
for Area No. 2 [Doc. No.: AMS-FV-13-0001; 
FV13-948-1 FR] received August 5, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

2839. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — User Fees 
for 2013 Crop Cotton Classification Services 
to Growers [AMS-CN-12-0074] (RIN: 0581- 
AD30) received August 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

2840. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Cranberries 
Grown in States of Massachusetts, Rhode Is-
land, Connecticut, New Jersey, Wisconsin, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Oregon, Washington, 
and Long Island in the State of New York; 
Changing Reporting Requirements [Doc. No.: 
AMS-FV-12-0002; FV12-929-1 FIR] received 
August 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

2841. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Cotton 
Board Rules and Regulations: Adjusting Sup-
plemental Assessment on Imports (2013 
Amendment) [Doc.: AMS-CN-12-0065] received 
August 5, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 

801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

2842. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Office of Justice 
Programs annual report for Fiscal Year 2012, 
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 3712(b); to the Com-
mittee on Judiciary. 

2843. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report entitled, ‘‘Health, United 
States, 2012 report’’; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

2844. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
visor for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting report prepared by the 
Department of State concerning inter-
national agreements other than treaties en-
tered into by the United States to be trans-
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day 
period specified in the Case-Zablocki Act; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2845. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the National Emer-
gency with respect to persons who commit, 
threaten to commit, or support terrorism 
that was declared in Executive Order 13224 of 
September 23, 2001; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

2846. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to Libya that was 
declared in Executive Order 13566 of Feb-
ruary 25, 2011; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

2847. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Labor, transmitting pursuant 
to Title II, Section 203, of the Notification 
and Federal Employee Antidiscrimination 
and Retaliation Act (No FEAR Act), the De-
partment’s annual report for FY 2012; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

2848. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi-
dent and Chief Financial Officer, Federal 
Home Loan Bank of New York, transmitting 
the 2012 management report of the Federal 
Home Loan Bank of New York, pursuant to 
31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

2849. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Federal Trade Commission, transmitting no-
tification that the Commission recently 
began the audit of financial statements for 
the fiscal year 2013; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

2850. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Transportation Safety Board, transmitting 
the Board’s final inventory list for 2011; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2851. A letter from the General Counsel, Of-
fice of Management and Budget, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

2852. A letter from the Chief, Branch of En-
dangered Species Listing, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants; Designation of Critical 
Habitat for Sphaeralcea gierischii (Gierisch 
Mallow) [Docket No.: FWS-R2-ES-2013-0018] 
(RIN: 1018-AZ46) received August 9, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

2853. A letter from the Chief, Branch of 
Listing, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — En-
dangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Endangered Species Status for Dia-
mond Darter [Docket No.: FWS-R5-ES-2012- 
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 CORRECTION

November 13, 2014 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H5545
September 12, 2013, on page H5545, the following appeared: 2842. A letter from the Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Department of Justice, transmitting the Office of Justice programs annual report for Fiscal Year 2012, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 3712(b); to the Committee on Financial Services.The online version should be corrected to read: 2842. A letter from the Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Department of Justice, transmitting the Office of Justice programs annual report for Fiscal Year 2012, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 3712(b); to the Committee on Judiciary.
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